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access to a gun and misusing it. As in other
approaches to safe gun use, training and edu-
cation are paramount, so each individual
owner can develop a strategy for the safe
storage and use of their firearm. ‘‘Firearm Per-
sonalization Technology’’ assists in doing just
this, and if the marketplace responds favorably
to these innovations, gun technology will
change.

My bill simply allows the gun industry an en-
hanced opportunity to accelerate work in this
field, and to explore whether or not consumers
will respond favorably to safe, reliable and
practical innovations in gun technology.

Naturally this type of innovation research is
not inexpensive. As Members are aware, the
industry has been under enormous economic
stress, due largely to the anti-gun policies of
the current Administration and to frivolous law
suits being filed against the industry by anti-
gun interests. Precious resources the industry
could be devoting to technological innovation
have been used to defend its lawful and re-
sponsible businesses. Perhaps this credit will
help the industry get back into the business of
developing better products, instead of having
to devote its resources to defending the lawful
manufacture, sale, and use of its products.

In order to encourage this technology, my
legislation has an additional provision which
exempts that part of the firearm which is en-
hanced or added and devoted solely to the
addition of Firearm Personalization Tech-
nology, from the federal excise tax on fire-
arms. For example, if a firearm normally costs
$500, and $500 worth of electronic compo-
nents are added to the firearm for Firearm
Personalization Technology, the $500 en-
hancement would be exempt from the federal
excise tax. A $50 savings on a $1,000 gun
may not seem much at first glance, but as
many in the industry will tell you, guns are
very price-sensitive commodities, for which
consumers make a decision to buy or not to
buy, based on surprisingly small price dif-
ferences.

In closing, let me say, Mr. Speaker, while
there are certainly obvious sharp divisions in
this Chamber on private firearms ownership in
our country, I believe my colleagues on both
sides of the aisle should be able to support
improvements in gun technology which are
voluntarily pursued by the manufacturing com-
munity, with little rather than more government
involvement. Allowing market forces to deter-
mine innovation in the field, is the natural and
correct way progress ought to occur.
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Mr. HOBSON. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to
voice my support for an important issue that
will require the full attention of Congress in the
coming year—database protection. While I am
disappointed that consensus could not be
reached this year on legislation to protect the
right of individuals and organizations to protect
their databases from the outright theft of their
products, I am hopeful that the 107th Con-
gress will act expeditiously on this issue when
it convenes in January. A database anti-piracy
law is an imperative for an information society

that is growing ever more dependent on the
Internet and on the information available in
electronic databases.

Companies that compile the complex infor-
mation for these databases put a tremendous
amount of work into developing an accurate,
understandable resource bank for private or
public use. This is a lengthy, expensive, and
ongoing process that deserves to be pro-
tected. Individuals, companies, and organiza-
tions that work hard to compile information for
the benefit of their consumers should be pro-
tected under our laws. It is not acceptable to
allow a ‘‘data pirate’’ to steal the product of
someone else’s hard work and profit from it,
while causing the original compiler market
harm. Our nation’s intellectual property laws
have long recognized the importance of re-
warding work with legal protection, and this is
one area where the law needs to be improved
to keep up with advances in technology un-
foreseen by earlier generations of lawmakers.

In the district I represent, the consequences
of inaction are very real. I have a background
in small business and real estate, so I know
that importance of this legislation. From the
local realtor to the database company that em-
ploys thousands in my state, not acting to pro-
vide legal recourse to the victims of data pi-
racy, significantly affects jobs and commerce
in Central Ohio.

I am concerned that without legislation to
protect their databases, there is no incentive
to devote time, capital, and resources to the
creation and maintenance of dependable and
accurate databases. People from all walks of
life utilize these databases everyday for infor-
mation on medicine to information on real es-
tate. Society will be severely affected if these
information systems cease to exist. Without
legislation to protect them, the lack of incen-
tives for creating and maintaining databases of
accurate information will eventually lead to the
non-production of these important data com-
pilations.

In the next Congress, we can develop legis-
lation that will protect database producers and
still allow consumers the same access to the
free flow of information for legitimate pur-
poses. Developing sound legislation on data-
base anti-piracy will be a top priority for me in
the 107th Congress. I look forward to working
with Mr. COBLE, Chairman of the Judiciary
Courts and Intellectual Property Sub-
committee, the Commerce Committee, and the
House Leadership on this important issue.
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Mr. BACHUS. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to
commend Chairman LEACH and Mr. LAZIO, and
my colleagues on the House Banking Com-
mittee for their tireless work on moving legisla-
tion that brings some much-needed reforms to
the overall housing industry. S. 1452 will en-
hance home ownership throughout the coun-
try.

Furthermore, I am pleased to see that many
provisions of H.R. 1776, the Housing and Eco-

nomic Opportunity Act, have been included in
the S. 1452. As my colleagues may remem-
ber, H.R. 1776 passed our chamber earlier in
the year by an overwhelming and bipartisan
vote of 417 to 8. However, there is one par-
ticular omission that concerns me. Unfortu-
nately, this omission may ultimately have an
impact on the number of families who will real-
ize the American Dream of homeownership.

The provision that has been omitted from S.
1452 is Section 102 of H.R. 1776. Section 102
requires that the Federal government perform
a housing impact analysis before it issues new
regulations. The impact analysis would deter-
mine if a significant negative impact on afford-
able housing would result from those new reg-
ulations. ‘‘Significant’’ would be defined as in-
creasing consumers’ cost of housing by more
than $100,000,000 per year.

Further, Mr. Speaker, H.R. 1776 stipulates
that the private sector would have an oppor-
tunity to submit an alternative to the proposed
regulation if it would have less of a negative
impact on the cost of homeownership. As with
the other provisions in Title I of H.R. 1776, the
goal of the housing impact analysis is to alert
federal agencies and the general public of the
impact of regulation on housing affordability.

Ultimately, the objective would be to help
bring down the cost of a home by minimizing
regulations that pose a barrier to homeowner-
ship. The housing impact analysis addresses
this issue by requiring the Federal government
to perform an ‘‘internal check’’ of sorts in a
quest to see if the regulation might be con-
structed in a better way that would not lock
some individuals out of homeownership.

I see this internal check as a positive action,
Mr. Speaker, and I am concerned that this
worthy provision, a provision 417 of my col-
leagues supported, was left out of the legisla-
tion that comes before us today. I hope that
this concept does not die with the closing of
the 106th Congress, but is reviewed again
next year, with the commencement of the
107th.
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Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Speaker, I would like to

bring to the attention of Congress a recent let-
ter from United States military leaders regard-
ing the recent violence in the Middle East. The
letter follows:

We, the undersigned, believe that during
the current upheavals in Israel, the Israel
Defense Forces have exercised remarkable
restraint in the face of lethal violence or-
chestrated by the leadership of a Palestinian
Authority that deliberately pushes civilians
and young people to the front lines.

We are appalled by the Palestinian polit-
ical and military leadership that teaches
children the mechanics of war while filling
their heads with hate. We are appalled by
Palestinian ‘‘military commanders’’ who
place armed adults amid civilian rioters, in-
cluding children, and then callously use the
inevitable casualties as grist for their propa-
ganda mill. The behavior of those Palestin-
ians, who use civilians as soldiers in a war,
is a perversion of military ethics.

What makes the US-Israel security rela-
tionship one of mutual benefit is the com-
bination of military capabilities and shared

VerDate 11<MAY>2000 01:44 Oct 29, 2000 Jkt 089060 PO 00000 Frm 00010 Fmt 0626 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\A27OC8.030 pfrm04 PsN: E28PT1


		Superintendent of Documents
	2019-05-14T11:49:39-0400
	US GPO, Washington, DC 20401
	Superintendent of Documents
	GPO attests that this document has not been altered since it was disseminated by GPO




